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Abstract—In this paper, we give a unified performance analysis
of interference alignment (IA) over MIMO interference channels.
Rather than the asymptotic characterization, i.e. degree fofree-
dom (DOF) at high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), we focus on
other practical performance metrics, namely outage probabity,
ergodic rate and symbol error rate (SER). In particular, we
consider imperfect IA due to the fact that the transmitters usually
have only imperfect channel state information (CSI) in pradical
scenario. By characterizing the impact of imperfect CSI, we
derive the exact closed-form expressions of outage probdiby,
ergodic rate and SER in terms of CSI accuracy, transmit SNR,
channel condition, number of antennas, and the number of dat
streams of each communication pair. Furthermore, we obtain
some important guidelines for performance optimization of IA
under imperfect CSI by minimizing the performance loss over
IA with perfect CSI. Finally, our theoretical claims are validated
by simulation results.

Index Terms—Interference alignment, MIMO interference
channel, imperfect CSI, performance analysis.

|. INTRODUCTION

each employingl/ antennas[8]. Then, the generalized DOF
region is obtained for the general case of the MIMO Gaussian
interference channel with arbitrary number of antennaseti e
node and the SNRs vary with arbitrary exponents to a nominal
SNR [16]. However, DOF is an asymptotic performance met-
ric, which is not able to make accurate predictions about the
behavior of channel capacity at low and moderate SNRs under
practical range of operation. Aiming to solve this problem,
the authors in[[17] proved that IA can achieve the capacity of
the real, time-invariant, frequency-flat Gaussian X-cteno
within a constant gap. In fact, for a system designer, the rea
concerns are outage probability, ergodic rate and symbof er
rate (SER) at an arbitrary SNR on the time-varying fading
channel. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, there is no
literature in solving this problem.

On the other hand, channel state information (CSI) at the
transmitters have a great impact on the performance of IA.
Most previous work analyze the performance assuming that
perfect CSI is available. However, it is difficult to obtain

Interference is always the bottleneck for performance inperfect CSI in practical systems, especially the CSI of the

provement in an interference networks, e.g. multi-celvoek

interference channels. A common way to solve this problem is

[1] [2] and ad-hoc network 3] [4]. Various advanced inteffe to exchange CSI between the transmitters, e.g. CSl is ceavey
ence mitigation techniques, such as coordinated beamfgrmbetween the base stations via a backhaul link in a multi-cell
over MIMO interference channell[5[{[7] (and the referencagiIMO system. The issues related to CSI conveyance for IA,
therein), have been proposed to optimize the system pereluding channel estimation, limited CSI feedback andpzoo
formance. In particular, interference alignment (lA) riges eration, had been discussed|[inl[18]. For interference adann
considerable attentions, as it is able to exploit the marimuthere are two CSI exchange modes, namely digital [19] and
degrees of freedom (DOF) by aligning all the interferenoés i analog [20] transmissions. Digital mode is more popular in
a specific area, so as to support higher number of concurréit due to its flexibility by adjusting the size of quantizati
data streams that will be free from interferenice [8]}[10].  codebook [[211]{[28]. However, considering limited feedkac
bandwidth, the transmitters can only have partial and ifieger
CSl regardless digital or analog feedback mode. This result
glperfect IA, and hence complicate the performance aralysi
Existing literature [[24] showed that even with limited CSI
edback, the full DOFs of the interference channel cah stil
be achieved. The average residual interference caused-by im
rfect 1A in terms of CSI exchange amount was analyzed in
, when there is only one data stream for each transmitter
I{eceiver pair. Then, it was generalized to the case of meltip
data streams [22], where the performance loss resulting fro
imperfect CSI was investigated and the corresponding perfo
mance optimization scheme was given. The maximum DOF
and an upper bound on the sum-rate performance loss due to
lege of Electronic and Information Engineering, Nanjing Neémsity |imited differential feedback rate were given in[26]. A sian
of Aeronautics and Astronautics, Nanjing 210016, China.alChyuen . . .
(yuenchau@sutd.edu. sg) is with the Singapore University of Technol- case over a two-cell interfering MIMO-MAC was considered
ogy and Design, Singapore. in [27]. Moreover, the impact of feedback rate on the total

A. Related Works

Performance analysis is an important precondition for th
design of system parameters, and hence provides useftd-gu%d
lines for performance optimization [L 1] [12]. Since the chel €
capacity of interference channel is still unknown, perfance
analysis for IA becomes challenging. In this context, mo
works analyze the multiplexing gain at high signal-to-eoi
ratio (SNR), namely degree of freedom (DOF)1[13]4[15].
is proved that IA can achieve at mosfM/ /2 DOFs over
MIMO interference channels witK" transmitter-receiver pairs
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rate loss of IA for a MIMO interference channel was analyzed - e
in [28], while a feedback allocation scheme was proposed to i Transmitier 1 <] N » > Receiver |
maximize the rate. Furthermore, the achievable rate of IA in , < SO //'[>‘
presence of imperfect CSI was investigated’in [29], andrséve / o RN s - .
optimization schemes were proposed to maximize the ratg . i \\\ .
afterwards. However, a comprehensive performance asalysi\ ° /// Sa *
of outage probability, ergodic rate and SER for IA under =< >
imperfect CSlI, is still unsolved. pY Transmitter K <] > > Receiver K
i >
B. Main Contributions
i . A 3 Forward Channel Feedback Channel Interference Channel
Motivated by the above observations, this paper gvesa ——m»  ————— > == >

comprehensive performaqce analysis of IA under Imperf.elgg. 1. A diagram of interference alignment with imperfecBlCover a
CSl over a general MIMO interference channel. To be precis@wo interference channel.

each communication pair undergoes different propagatien e

vironment and has distinct number of data streams. We reveal

the accurate relation between the performances and theramantended receivek, while it also creates interference to other
of available CSI. The major contributions of this paper can ik — 1 unintended receivers. We ugéc/me to denote the
summarized as follows: MIMO channel from transmittei to receiverk, where oy ;

1) We present a performance analysis framework for |fepresents the path loss aHd ; is the N, x N, channel small
under imperfect CSI over a general MIMO interferencecale fading matrix with i.i.d. zero mean and unit variance
channel, and derive the closed-form expressions of outaggmplex Gaussian entries. Transmittehasd,, independent
probability, ergodic rate and SER in terms of the amoundiata streams to be transmitted. It is worth pointing out ¢t
of CSI exchanged and other system parameters. to the limitation of spatial DOF, the values @fs must fulfill

2) We analyze the performance loss due to imperfect C8he feasibility conditions of IA[[30][31]. In what followsye
and reveal the impact of CSI accuracy on the systeassume IA is feasible by choosinfys carefully. Thus, the
performance. received signal at receivér can be expressed as

3) We obtain clear insights on the system performance,

which provide useful guidelines for the system designer. X Pa i s
P 9 Y g Y = Z \/ Tk’Hk,z‘ sz’,lsi,l + Ny, (1)
i=1 v =1

C. Paper Organization

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section Whereyk is the N dimensional received signal vectar is

gives a brief introduction of the considered MIMO interfer."¢ 2dditive Gaussian white noise with zero mean and vagianc

Ty _ .
ence network employing IA under imperfect CSI. Section ”War:g)rgifttéjrv'r’ ;ﬁg(ﬁhofgst:‘zétgo?g?iléz deig datzif;reer?srir:);rglm
focuses on the performance analysis and derive the Closggémformi;' vect()l}lzD is the total F:ransmg}:]t ower at each
form expressions of outage probability, ergodic rate anB.SE ansmitter 9 hich is equally allocated to thpe data streams
Section IV investigates the performance loss caused byrimp ! N » W Ith IS equ dy wor . of unit 1o detect
fect CSI and get some useful optimization guidelines. $acti. ecelvers uses ne received vectuak,; ot unit norm to detec
Vv . ; : its jth data stream, which is given by

presents several numerical results to validate the thieafe

claims, and finally Section VI concludes the whole paper. .

H
. o= Vil
Notations We use bold upper (lower) letters to denote % kYK .
matrices (column vectors);)” to denote conjugate transpose, B Pay, i, VE He oW sh o 4 Pay, 1. Zk:
E[-] to denote expectatiorj, - || to denote theL, norm of - dp kg RkERG Ok dr _
a vector,| - | to denote the absolute valué;)* to denote X J =L
max(a,0), [a] to denote the smallest integer not less than VE Ho W n Z Pay,; Z
a, |a| to denote the largest integer not greater tharand Fog VKRR LR Vo
. . . . . .. i=1,7 1
2 to denote the equality in distribution. The acronym i.i.d. H oy 1H 7 5
means “independent and identically distributed”, pdf ngean Vie,j Mk, iWii St + Vi Mk, (2)

d?;ﬁ?&t;:gtz fsggjgz function” and cdf means CurTmlatlvewhere the first term at the right side b1 (2) is the desiredalign

the second one is the inter-stream interference causedeby th

same transmitter, and the third one is the inter-link irteghce

resulting from other transmitters. In order to mitigate sthe
We consider a MIMO interference network includidg interferences and improve the performance, IA is performed

transmitter-receiver pairs, as shown in Eig.1. For anadyti accordingly. If perfect CSl is available at all nodes, adiuy

convenience, we assume an interference network where talthe principle of IA, we have

the transmitters and receivers are equipped wWthand N,

antennas, respectively. Transmittersends message(s) to its v,ngka,l =0, l#j4Vke[l,K],Vil,jel,di]. (3)

Il. SYSTEM MODEL



and wherery , = = Parp Tgik) = Wy ; ®Vk , ® represents the

dk0'2 [l

. . Kronecker roduct, and; ; is the normallzed total residual

V’“HJH’”WZ"’ =0, i#kVkic[L K] mterferencep to theth datgl stream of théth pair. Through
VI € [1,d],Vj € [1,dk]. (4) 1A, the residual interference can be expressed as

In brief, inter-stream and inter-link interferences wile b d
canceled completely if perfect CSI is available. However, o H 2
in frequency division duplex (FDD) systems, it is difficult g T fikk Z ‘V“HMWM’
for the transmitters to obtain perfect CSI, especially the X
interference CSI. Similar to previous analogous workss thi T Z K
paper adopts quantization codebook based CSI conveyance ’
scheme to inform the transmitters the interference CSicigpe
ically, receiverk first quantizes the channel directionhvectors Kok Z ‘hH TR 2
he.:, Vi € [1, K] with different codebooks, whetg, ; = e d ' '

. o il I=1,1#5
andhy; = vedHy, ;) is the vectorization oH; ;. Then, the

I=1,1#j

K d;

qguantized CSI is conveyed to the corresponding transmitter + Z .y th'T(-kz’Z)
Due to limited feedback, the transmitters have imperfedt CS =itk e R
ht,;, and the relation between the perfect and the imperfect dy )

b k,k
CSI can be expressed as|[32] = ko] el Z ‘eﬁ{kT;[ )

= /1= priNki + \/Prki€,is (5) =Ll

where e, ; is the quantization error vector with i.i.d. zero + Z K. Zp“HhleQZ ‘ek lT(’“ Ol . ()
mean and unit variance complex Gaussian entries, and is =11k

independent oﬁk,i. pr.i,» scaling from O to 1, indicates the

CSI accuracy. Ifpr; = 0, then transmitteri has perfect where [7) holds true since only partial interference is etett
CSlI. Intuitively, py.; is related to the codebook si2#+ or based on the IA principle3) andl(4) due to imperfect CSI.
the CSI exchange amounty. ;, and can be approximated asThen, the outage probability is given by

B,i L
27 NiNy—1 [@] If the CS! exchange amount tends to infinity, pout P )
the transmitter can obtain perfect CSI. ko r(Vh.j < Vi

/000 F (vn(z 4+ 1)) g(z)dz, (8)

IIl. PERFORMANCEANALYSIS

In this section, we set off the performance analysis for 1A '{R/hereyh is the SINR threshoIdFs( ) is the cdf of the
a MIMO interference network with imperfect CSIl. We put the !

kK :
focus on three practical performance metrics, namely eutagesired signal qualityy, ‘h T( )‘ andg(x) is the pdf of
probability, ergodic rate and SER. Note that we take ftre the residual interferencs, ;. F|rst we check the distribution
data stream of théth pair as an example, but the analysis isf the desired sinal quality. Slnc ) is designed mdepen-
applicable to all data streams. dently ofhy, ,, according to the pr|nC|pIe of IA}thkT(’C k)‘

A. Outage Probability is x%(2) distributed, so the cdf ofi ’thT(k 2l can be

Although 1A is applied, [[B) and(4) do not hold true any?XPressed as
more due to limited CSI exchange. This results in residual
interference, which is also called interference leakadee T F(z)=1—exp (—i) . 9)
signal to interference and noise ratio (SINR) related to the k. k

jth data stream of théth ransmitter-receiver pair can beThen we analyze the distribution of the residual interfese

expressed as According to the theory of quantlzat|on cell approximation

Pork i py P/ (L5 i B2], pr ol |2 is TN N, —1,27 w5 d'St”b”ted' More-
k,j Tk, kWE,j over|eHTkl)|2f0rz*1 -, K are i.i.d. (1, NyN, — 2)
kz)

Vg =
1=1,1#j
distributed, smceT of unit norm is mdependent @, ;. For

H 2 Pag i<~ g 2
Vi He kWi |+ Z . Z‘Vk,ij-,iWivl‘ the product of aF(NtN 1,27 wivis 1) distributed random

i=ligk =1 variable and a3(1, Ny N, — 2) distributed random variable,

Br,i
—|—0’2) it is equal to2™ Nt§471><2(2) in distribution [33]. Based on
the fact that the sum of/ i.i.d. x ( ) distributed random

variables isy?(2M) distributed, py ; Z lhe.il? ’s,“ gkl olh

- [,w + 1 ’ ©6) is2” NS x?(2d;) distributed. Hence] ; is a nested finite



weighted sum ofK” Erlang pdfs, whose pdf is given by [34] inter-link interference, and;, ; is a weighted sum of — 1

9k,q

K
b
q=1

g

(10)

__Bri .
wheren,; = di, ok = KE2 NeNr—1 for @ # k, g =
B

z¥ L exp(—x/2)
2Y1(y) » Vi,

-, N. The weights

di —1, 0kk = KkR2 NtNk;k’l, v(z,y,2) =
and{z;} | denotes the setaf;,i=1,--
Ex are defined as

— : K K K—-2
‘:‘K (Z t {nk q}q 17{Qk q}q 17{lk q} — )
Nk Lk I, K3 Tk Ukzg
l
SED i) SR il B S
lkl tlkgt legt hl k,h
" C(M,i + Mk1+u—i) — k1)
Crvua—i) Dk — ler +1)
1 1 L, 1 —Mhe,i =Mk, 14U(1—4)
S Crolbryvevrery
Ok,i Ok, 14+U(1—1)
y C(lk,c—2 + M, k—14U(K—1—4) — 1)
L, p—14u(x—1-i)) Tl k2 — L+ 1)
1 t—lp, K—2 =Mk, K~ 14+U(K —1—1)
< )
Qk,K—H—U(K—l—i)
% H lk s+ Mk ,s+1+U(s+1—i) — lk,s-{-l)
s—1 nk s+1+U(s+1— z)) (lk,s - lk,erl + 1)
1 1 lk,5+1_lk,s_nk,s+l+u(s+17i)
) |
Ok,i Ok,s+1+U(s+1—1)

(11)

whereT), = Zfil Nk, and Uz) is the well-known unit step

function defined as & > 0) = 1 and zero otherwise. Note

that the weightsSx are constant when given, ; and gy ;.
Substituting [(®) and (1) intd8), we have

K Mk, Qk K
-3 S e i {22)

q=1
K—-2 > Yth
(a5 ) | ew (——<x n 1))
0 fik,k

i=1 t=1
bt eXp(—iE/(Qk.,q/nk-,q)) d
(Ok,q /M) 1T (1)

K
Yth >

Nk ,i
|~ exp <__ IR <t mea} 0
i=1 t=1

|t (1 )

K.k
{
(12)

Thus, we derive the outage probability for théh data

Pout

Qk,q
Mk.q

Qk,q'yth
Rk, kTk,q

stream of thekth pair as a function of the number of dat

streamsly,, the amount of CSI exchangd®, ;, and the channel
conditionx_ ;. Note that if each pair has only one data stream

x2(2) pdfs, whose pdf is given by [35]

X - exp(— i)
pi@)=| J[ M| Y — Bl , (13)
t=1,t#k i=1,i#k H ()‘lml _ )‘lm')
1=1,I4k,1#i
where), ; = Q— Then, submitting[{(9) and_(11) intbl(8), the

outage probability in the case of single data stream for each
pair is given by

K
H Ayt

Pout = 1-
t=1,t£k
oo exp — et (a: + 1)) exp(—Ag,ix)
> “
i=1,ik H (Mt = Akyi)
I=1,1#k,1#i
_ K
= 1l—exp (—%—J) H Akt
Rk /3 bk
-1
K ( Yth + Ak Z)
Kk, k ’
x Z K
i=1,i2k I1 Mkt — Aki)
1=1,1#k,1#i
_ K
= 1—exp<—’yk—’J) H Akt
Rk /3 bk
-1
K (1 4 Lt ”yth)
k,k
y | Z - (14)
i=Litk \p T Ot — ki)
1=1,1#k,1#i

Note that [(I4) is similar to[{32) by letting al; = 1.
Therefore, given the channel conditief ; and amount of
CSI exchangeBy, ;, the outage probability can be computed
according to [(IR) if an arbitraryl; (namelyn ;) > 1, and
(T34 for all d; = 1.

Remark It is found that the outage probability iR {(12) is
independent to the index of data stregmthis is because
different data streams of the same pair have the same signal
quality, and undergo the same interference in the statlstic
sense.

B. Ergodic Rate

For the jth data stream of théth pair, the ergodic rate
based on IA under imperfect CSI can be expressed as

Elogy (1 + 7k,5)]
ﬁ( {ln(nkk’hfkak)’ + 1, +1)]

—Eln (I ; + 1)]> (15)

Ry ;

E':or analytical convenience, we u3&; and W, to denote

the first and the second expectation terms in the bracket at

k,k
the result can be further simplified. In this case, there is fbe right side of [I5). As discussed ab0+thkT( )‘



2(2) distributed, smkkLh
Welghted sum of + 1

T(k ol +1I,; is a nested finite
rlang pdfs whose pdf is given bythe ergodic rate can be computed as

Additionally, in the case of single data stream for each, pair

[34] ki) |2
L Wk, R E N 1+ Pkl ‘hk’kT.§'7j :
= o
Z ZuL (z t, {wrq iy, {%} ) " 52 I +1
=1 t=1 q=1
, _ 1 (k k)
{lk,q}é—f)“ (s0.221). (16) = gaggy (8 i (e TS5 s 41
whereL = K +1, Wk,i = d;, Vi 75 k, Wik = dir—1, Wk,L = 1 —E[ln([kyj + 1)])
and o, 1, = k. Hence,WW; can be computed as K (oo
L wh L _ H/\ Z Jo In :c—i—l ) exp(—Ag,iz)dx
Wi = SN = (it fwrg by, 2 (log L2 m
: W  wpg f oy M e = Ae)
i=1 t=1 47 g=1 1=1,1#i
S 2t exp (—4) K K 00
(er.a/Wk.q) Jo In(z + 1) exp(—Ag,ix)dx
X In(z +1 dx _ 0 ot
f; e S IT el 2 7
L wis . I t=1,t#k i=1,i#k ()\k,l _ )\k,i)
- k, - 1=1,I£k,1#i
= Z faly (2 t {Wk,q}q 1 {w—q} 5 {lk,q 5_12> K K 7l
i—1 t=1 k) g=1 1 exp(Me.i ) Ei(Ak.i)
= H Akt : :
7 Ok,q 17 11?1(2) ) - K
xZ(t, ==L, (17) t=1 = Ak T (A — M)
k.q =1,
where K K
_ 9 exp(Ar,i ) Ei(Ak,i
() - Bl I S
) Whq =~ F(f — 19) Ok q t=1,t#k i=1,i#k )\k i H (/\k,l — )\k,i)
— I=1,l£k,I#£i
xe < ) E (_ (21)
Ok,q

Xp
t—9—1
+ > T (
v=1

and E(z) = [©__

wkq)
Ok,q
t—9—v—1
Wk,q) )
?
Ok,q

ex‘;(“ dt is the exponential integral function.

where [21) is obtained based on [36, Eq.4.337.2]. Note that

(18) (27) is equivalent to[{20) because bf ; = ﬁ whent = 1.

C. SER

(17) is obtained based on [36, Eq.4.337.5]. Similarly, wa ca In addition to outage probability and ergodic rate, SER is

get W5 as follows:

K Mk,

Wy, =
=1 t=1

t—1

eXp (_ (Qk,qink,q) )

[e'e] X
X In(z +1
/0 ( ) (0k,q/Mh,q)'T
K Vi 0 K
= =x | it K ﬂ}
Z K < 1kt g=1 {%q

Z Z Ex <z t Mg} o { Qk:q }q_l ; {lk,q}g(—_12>

also an important performance metric, which indicates the
reliability of a wireless communication system. For a given
SINR 7, the SER is given by [37]

(M — 1)7\'

L fo exp (— ng;‘zz) dz, for M-PSK
0 dz 2 M1 fo exp —S?EAT“E';) dx, for M-PAM
" ) SER={ (11 - ) (22)
q=1 , [\/_M f04 exp (_ sgiﬁé"@) dx
(19) + 2 exp (—é‘{ggTQ)) d:v], for M-QAM

Based onIII]?) and(19), the ergodic rate is given by

Rp; =

i=1 t=1

Lo Ye=2 )z (¢, e

{kyq q_1> < Wk,q
K Mk,

-3 3 Ol {2
=1 t=1

lpg K2 Z( @»
{k,q q=1 ) Mg

(i%uL (2 t, {Wk,q}q . { Ok,q }

K
Ok,q }
)
Nk,q =1

L

)
q=1

(20)

where M is the modulation ordergpsk = sin® = T, gPAM =
ﬁ and gagm = m For analytical convenience, we
use G (M,aexp(—bvy)) to denote a general SER function,
wherea and b depend on the modulation format. Then, the
average SER of thgth data stream of théth pair can be

computed as
b 4 ©mem(1555))

y)dxdy

[olo

PSE’I‘

ay +a
’y+bnk7k+1

> g(y)dy  (23)



_ G(M, Z ni =ity (g} {%}K ’ obtain insightful guidelines for system design and perfamoe
— ’ Mg J oy optimization, we investigate the performance loss resgilti
=t ! from imperfect CSl from the standpoints of outage probghili

(g f—12> ergodic rate and SER, respectively. For the convenience of

analysis, we usé&" = U—Pz to denote the transmit SNR.
(bkkk + 1)7yg
Ok q A. Outage Probability

r(1 (0Ekk + 1)k g 24 If the transmitters have perfect CSl, the interference @n b
% —4 Ok q ’ (24) canceled completely, and then the SINR of jitte data stream
of the kth pair is transformed as

xa(l — bk i (bRik + 1) exp <

where = L ——2 ) is the pdf of
f(x) ) Kk, k €xXp ( Nk,k) p ’ype'lrfect = Kk ‘hH T(k,k) 2 . (27)
Kiok \hg{kTg.fy’“)\ . (@3 follows the fact thatG (M, g KRk g

In this context, the outage probability of théh data stream

.anp(_.bV)) is a linear function ok exp (_by%)’ and 24) ¢ the kth pair related to a given SNR threshojg, can be
is obtained based on [36, Eq.3.383.10]. computed as

Similarly, for the case of single data stream, the average Feet
SER can be reduced as = Pl <)

o0 oo — F
P = / / G (M,aexp <—b . )) (ren)
7 o Jo y+1 1—exp<—ﬂ>.
() K,k

t,per fect
Pt
k,j

= (28)
X fs(x)pr(y)dzdy
_ /oo . < ay +a ) pr(y)dy Based on[(12) and (28), the performance loss due to imperfect
0 Ty 1+ by, ' CSl is given by:
K K out out out, full
APCY = Pt — P
= G<M7 H )\k,t Z a(l — blik_’k ks k.j k,j o
t=1,14k i=1,i#k Vih ~_ (. K
= exp|—— 1- Erx |t {kqto=1,
X exp ((bﬁk,k + 1))\k,i) F(O, (bﬁ]m + 1))\k,i)) P ( Kk7k) < ; ; K < {nk,q}q 1
K K _t
[ (Ak,i H (Mg — Ak,i)))- (25) {%} 7{lk,q},§(—_12> <1 4 LGhalth > )(29)
1=1,1#k,l#i Mk, ) g=1 Kk, kMk,q
Note that[(2b) is also equivalent {0{24) by letting: n;; = 1 Vi K i X«
and \,; = 1/px;. Submitting [2%) and[(25) intd(22), we = P\ T Y 1- ZZ:K ity ko=t
’ =1 t=1

could obtain the expression of SER. As a simple example, for

. K —
M-PSK modulationg = L andb = Siflzs(';), so the average Ok,q U2 (14 Qk,qPl,q Vth '
SER is given by Mg S g1 ate=1 Q& Mkyq '
M-Dr |y, (30)
1 M
P o= = x|t KX : - .
kg T /0 ;; K (2’ QUM (30) provides a general outage probability loss due to imper
P fect CSl in terms of CSI accuracy, transmit SNR, and channel
{%} {li 2 condition. However, it is difficult to get some clear insight
’ 9 Sg=1 . .
Mkyq ) g=1 from (30). To address this problem, we perform asymptotic
.2 t—1 analysis under some extreme scenario. First, if SN low
gpsKEk ik [ gPSKEk. | + sin” (z) . .
- = — enough, we have the following theorem:
sin®(x) sin“(x)

L Theorem 1At low SNR, the CSI exchange is useless, and
X exp ((gpsmk,k + sin (@)%q) the performance loss due to imperfect CSI is negligible.
sin? () ok 4 Proof: The proof is straightforward. When SNR —

(gpsk + sin? () Kk & M.q 0, the termexp (—Tlf:k) in (80) asymptotically approaches
xT' (1 -t sin?(z) or . ) >dx' zero, so there is no berformance gap between the two cases,
’ (26) and hence the CSl is useless. [ |

Remark If SNR is quite low, the interference term becomes
negligible with respect to the noise. So the CSI exchange
is not needed, as well as the IA. In this context, maximum
ratio transmission (MRT) can obtain the maximum DOFs, and

IV. PERFORMANCELOSS FROMIMPERFECTCSI hence achieves the optimal performance.

Due to limited CSI feedback, there exists a certain per- On the other hand, if SNR is sufficiently high, the per-
formance loss with respect to the case of perfect CSI dfsrmance loss in terms of outage probability has the folfayvi
to imperfect IA. In order to reveal the impact of CSI angbroperty:

Given channel condition and amount of CSI exchangg;
can be computed by numerical integration.



Theorem 2 At high SNR, there is always a performancand the performance loss with respect to the ideal case of
floor in terms of outage probability for IA with imperfect CSI perfect CSI enlarges logarithmically with the SNR.
The performance loss becomes larger as SNR increases, and Proof: Please refer to Appendix lll. [ ]
the maximum performance loss is given b)PO“t R As analyzed above, the performance ceiling is a decreasing

K Mk K Koo function of p; ;. To keep a constant gap, the amount of CSI
2. Z =K (l t, {nk.qto=1s {,,,;Z} S U e ) exchange should be added as SNR increases. It is assumed
1=1t= q=1 . . .
N _ that the CSI exchange amount is the same and quite large in
1+ %WZW) the high SNR region, then we have the following proposition:
Proof: Please refer to Appendix I. [ | Proposition 3 At high SNR with large amount of CSI

From Theorem 2, it is known that the performance gap ekchange, the performance ceiling is a linear function ef th
outage probability caused by imperfect CSl is an increasiagnount of CSI exchange, and the performance gain by adding
function of Y andpy, ;, so the performance gap can be reducestiditional amount of CSI exchange is equalﬁer times
by adding the amount of CSI exchange. Furthermore, for tttee incremental amount of CSI.
sake of keeping a constant gap as SNR increases, the amount Proof: Please refer to Appendix IV. ]
of CSI exchange should satisfy the following proposition: From Theorem 4, it is known that the ergodic rate with

Proposition 1 In order to avoid the performance floor ancperfect CSI at high SNR ige?//*""9" — M S
keep a constant gap between imperfect and perfect CSI, the performance loss at high SNR whBris suﬁ|C|entIy large
total amount of CSI exchange from tligh receiver should can be approximated as
fulfill the condition of B, ~ K (NN, — 1) log,(T), where~

denotes proportional to. high,large —_ _ B 1 i
Proof: Please refer to Appendix II. n AR = logy(T) NN, —1 In(2) ;;
Based on Proposition 1, we further obtain a useful guideline K
for performance optimization of IA under imperfect CSI as Ex (2 t, {%q}q L {@@_Q} {lk,q K— 2)
follows Mk.q ) g=1
Proposition 2 In order to keep a constant gap of out- X (Y(t) + In(ok,q) — In(Mk,q)) - (32)

age probability between imperfect and perfect CSl, thel tot . . .
amount of CSI exchangB should be added as the number o‘g mentioned in Theorem 4, the performance loss with respect
to the ideal case of perfect CSI enlarges logarithmicallthwi

antennas increases.
Proof: The proof can be dervied from Proposition 1the SNR. Based ofiL{B2), we have the following proposition:

directly. Because o, ~ K (N, N, — 1) log,(T), By should Proposition 4 At high SNR, in order to keep a con-
be added as the number of antennas increases, which is t performance gag should be added proportionally to
consistent with the intuition that for a giveBy,, increasing the eV = 1) logy ().
number of antennas results in the reduction of CSI quaitizat
accuracy, and hence leads to performance degradatiorm C. SER

Intuitively, imperfect CSI would lead to SER performance
B. Ergodic Rate degradation inevitably. In this subsection, we give a guant
ative analysis of the performance loss. Substituting (&%)

In this subsection, we turn the attention to the rate lo :
), the average SER with perfect CSI can be computed as

caused by imperfect CSI, which is given by

SET,PET J EeC o 1 €T
AR,; = FE {10g2 (1 + Wp”fwt)} — Eflogy (1 + 74,5 P perfest = / G (M, aexp(—bx)) PR <_m—) dx
0 k.k k.k
1 1 1 a
= — — )E|—) ) — Rk, - (31 = G(M,— . 33
In(2) (exp (HM> ' (Fékk» wa- (31) ( ’ 1+bﬁk,k) (39)
Similarly, we perform asymptotic analysis ahR;, ; to get Thereby, the performance gap is given by
some clear insights. First, if SNR is low enough, we have K s K
the following theorem: APser  — (M it { }
. ] - — Ui s 9 )
Theorem 3At low SNR, the CSI exchange is useless. The ; ; " (o =1
ergodic rates in the cases of both perfect and imperfect CSI
approach 0, so the rate loss is negligible. {lk,q}gif) a(l — brg i (bkg, + 1)1
Proof: The proof is intuitive, as SNR tends to 0, the
interference term is negligible with respect to the noisente (0Ekk + 1)k g
then the ergodic rate with imperfect CSl is equivalent td tha X eXp Ok q
with perfect CSI, and hence the performance gap becomes (bkkr + 1)kg a
: (1o G )y )
. 1+5b
On the other hand, for the high SNR case, the rate loss due Ok.q + Kk’k(34)

to imperfect CSI has the following theorem:
Theorem 4 At high SNR, there is always a performancevhere [3%) holds true sinc@(z,y) is a linear function ofy.
ceiling in terms of ergodic rate for IA with imperfect CSI,Similarly, we carry out asymptotic analysis on the perfonce



TABLE |
PARAMETER TABLE FORq; j, V4, j € [1,3]. 10°

O Simulation, B=2
—— Theoretical, B=2
o Simulation, B=4
= = =Theoretical, B=4|
¢ Simulation, B=6
----- Theoretical, B=6|

] 1 2 3
1 1,000 | 0.050 | 0.005

0.055 | 1.000 | 0.045
3 0.004 | 0.060 | 1.000

N
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Outage Probability

loss to get some clear insights. First, if SNR is low enoug . . : !
we have the following theorem: T S SR
Theorem 5At low SNR, the CSI exchange is useless, th
average SER in the cases of both perfect and imperfect C
approaches 0.5, so the performance gap is negligible. .

Proof: The proof is similar to that of Theorem 1. = 0 > O swem » %0
Furthermore, when SNR asymptotically approaches infinity,
the performance loss has the following theorem: Fig. 2. Theoretical and simulation outage probability wittiferent CSI

Theorem 6 At high SNR, there is a SER performance floogxchange amount.
for 1A with imperfect CSIl. The performance gap becomes
larger as SNR increases.

The floor appears since the SINR is saturated once Sl
exceeds a specific value, so it is necessary to add the amc
of CSI exchange logarithmically proportional to SNR in arde
to avoid the floor.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To verify the performance analysis results for IA with
imperfect CSI in a MIMO interference network, we preser
several numerical results under different scenarios. Bor ¢ 10°F
venience, we seN, =4, N, =2, K =3,02 =1, 7, =0
dB, d; = dy = d3 = d = 1 andw; ; given in Tal]l for all
simulation scenarios without explicit explanation. Nokett 107, . m = = = »
we consider an interference channel model as shown in Fig SNR (dB)
the propagation distances for the desired links are the ,same
and the distance between the interference transmittereo fg. 3. Outage probability loss due to imperfect CSI.
receiver is larger than that between the desired transndte
the receiver. Mathematically, we hawe; > «; ;, if i # j. In
convenience, we normalize;; as 1, so we have; ; < 1 performance improvement at low SNR, as seen irLFig.4, which
for i # 4. In addition, we use SNR (in dB) to represen¢onfirms the Theorem 3. As SNR increases, the performance
101og;, U—Pz, and B (in bit) to denote the same amount CSteiling appears, if there is finite CSI exchange amount, re-
exchange for each pair. Without loss of generality, we thlke tsulting an obvious performance gap with respect to the case
performance of thést data stream ofst pair as an example. of perfect CSI B = o), as shown in Fi@l5. Note that the

Firstly, we investigate the outage probability of IA withnumber of data stream for each pair also has a great impact on
imperfect CSI. As seen in Fid.2, the theoretical results atlee ergodic rate. The larger number of data streams, the more
quite consistent with the simulation results throughowt trspatial multiplexing gains, but also leads to higher residu
whole SNR region under different amount of CSI exchangeterference. As illustrated in Fid.6, at high SNR, the case
B, which validates the high accuracy of our analysis. It i8f ¢ = 1 has a significant advantage over thatdf= 2,
found that at low SNR, the outage probabilities with diffgre since under interference-limited condition, a small spati
B are nearly the same, which reconfirms the claim of Theoregmultiplexing is beneficial, which has also been observed in
1 that the CSI exchange in the low SNR region is uselessmultiuser downlink network[38]. Although it is proven tha
With the increase of the SNR, as Theorem 2 claims, thei®® can achieve full DOF at high SNR, but it is optimal to
always exist a performance floor, which decreases aglds. select single data stream from the perspective of maximizin
In addition, as shown in Fig.3, the performance loss due tioe ergodic rate under the case of imperfect CSI. Furthegmor
imperfect CSI becomes larger as SNR increases. In orderFig[4 shows the ergodic rate at high SNR with lafelt is
keep a constant gaf should be added logarithmically andfound that the ergodic rate is a linear function Bf which
linearly proportional to the SNR and the number of antennegconfirms the claim of proposition 3.
respectively, as proved in Proposition 1 and 2. Finally, we discuss the SER performance of IA with imper-

Next, we show the ergodic rate performance of IA witliect CSI. Clearly, for the three different modulation fortsia
imperfect CSI. Similarly, the CSI exchange is useless fomamely 8PSK, 8PAM and 8QAM, the theoretical analysis

Outage Probability
=
o




BB
‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ 45
ar O Simulation (d=1,B=8)
a5 Theoretical (d=1,B=8)
i : O Simulation (d=1,B=4)

= = = Thoeretical (d=1,B=4)
¢ Simulation (d=2,B=8)
2BF O Thoeretical (d=2,B=8)
* Simulation (d=2,B=4)
----- Theoretical (d=2,B=4)

O Simulation, B=6
Theoretical, B=6|

o Simulation, B=4 |
- = =Theoretical, B=4] | L.

¢ Simulation, B=2|....
----- Theoretical, B=2|

Ergodic Rate (b/s/Hz)
Ergodic Rate (b/s/Hz)

25"

i L i !
5 10 15 20 25 30 35
SNR (dB) 0.5

5 10 15 20 25 30 35
SNR (dB)
Fig. 4. Theoretical and simulation ergodic rate perforneandth different

CSl exchange amount. Fig. 6. Ergodic rate performance with different numbers affadstreams.

—e— d=1,5NR=25d8|
Bl —s— d=2,5NR=25dB] - -

Ergodic Rate (b/s/Hz)

Ergodic Rate (b/s/Hz)
w
o

SNR (dB) 9
B (bits)

Fig. 5. Ergodic rate performance loss due to imperfect CSI. ) ) ) )
Fig. 7. Ergodic rate performance at high SNR with lafge

nicely coincides with the numerical simulation throughthe
whole SNR region, as shown in Hi$).8. Imperfect IA caus
by imperfect CSI inevitably leads to error floor, and the
performance gap with respect to the ideal case of perfect CSI

int of view, we show that having = 1 is optimal at high
NR, as there exists residual interference under impetgtt

becomes larger as SNR increases, as seen ifl Fig.9. On the APPENDIX A
other hand, the gap at low SNR is negligible, which proves PROOF OFTHEOREM2
that the CSI exchange is useless in such a scenario. Firstly, we prove there always exists a performance floor

in terms of outage probability for IA with imperfect CSI.
As T — oo, the corresponding outage probability [n(12) is

VI. CONCLUSION transformed as

This paper comprehensively analyzes the performance of IA b hioh K Mk, _ Ok.q K
with imperfect CSl over a general MIMO interference channePk,7 =1 Z Z Ex |4t {me, q}q 1 {—} 3
including outage probability, ergodic rate and SER. Thhs, t i=11=1 ha ) g=1
exact performance can be evaluated for a given transmit SNR, OkqPlygVth \
channel condition, and amount of CSI exchange. Moreover, {l’“’q <1 + W) (35)

through asymptotic analysis on the performance loss due to

imperfect CSI, we get some important design guidelines. Fiiis found thatP(”;t high is independent of SNR, so given CSI
example, CSl exchange is useless at low SNR, and the amoacetturacy and channel condition, there is always a perfocman
of CSI exchange should be increased logarithmically to tlilor.

SNR and linearly proportional to the number of antennas atOn the other hand, examining the outage probability with
high SNR in order to avoid performance saturation. Thougierfect CSl in[(ZB), it is a decreasing function of SNR, so the
the number of data streanasshould be large from the DoF performance loss becomes larger as SNR increase. When



.
LAl S |

O Simulation, 8PSK
Theoretical, 8PSK
o Simulation, 8PAM
- = =Theoretical, SPAM
¢ Simulation, 8QAM
+=-=:Theoretical, 8QAM

10~ i i i i i
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

SNR (dB)

Fig. 8. Theoretical and simulation SER performance witfiedént modula-
tion formats andB = 6.

SER

10~ i i i i i
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

SNR (dB)

Fig. 9. SER performance loss due to imperfect CSI with 8QAMIniation
format.

out,per fect
0, Pk’ y

loss is given byAPy"-™® = putis" which proves the
Theorem 2.

APPENDIXB
PROOF OFPROPOSITION1

As seen in[(ZP), in order to keep a constant gap, the only

way is to add the CSI exchange amount, so tiiai, , is
Ok.gVen \

t
constant. Then, a8 — oo, the term( ) tends
KRk,kMNk,q

Pout,high

to zero, and hence\F,

_Brq . . .
words,2¥:~-=T should at least increase linearly proportional

to T, namely By, ~ (NN, — 1)logy(Y). So we have
K

Bi = > Bjig ~ K(N,N, —1)log,(T).
=1

q

is equal to zero. In other

10

APPENDIXC
PROOF OFTHEOREM 4

If SNR is high enough, the constant 1 ¢f ; in (@) is
negligible, so the ergodic rate at high SNR is transformed as

RJ" mé) <E [0 (s VI Hiaown s [+ T )|
~En(5,) )
1 S L g |
— ) (; ; =r (u t{wWk,qtg=1 {m }q_l ,

Umﬁf)@@+me%4M%ﬂ)

K Mk, 5 K
— /. k,
DI ATMrE
i=1 t=1 Mke,a ) g=1

(I 5:3) ((8) + In(0g) — () ) (36)

where &y, = ag,ipr,i/di,Vi € [1,K], &, = agi/dr and
Y(x) = %ff) is the Euler’s function.[(36) is obtained based
on [36, Eq.4.352.1]. Clearly, at high SNR, the ergodic rate
RZ?gh is independent of, so there is a performance ceiling.

Additionally, the ergodic rate with perfect CSI at high SNR

can be expressed as

Rpe_rfect,high 1 5l (
kg In(2)
—1 H 2

ln(2)E [ln (Ta;“k ‘Vk,ij,ka,J‘ )} (37)

In(Tag) - C

mE)

whereC' = 0.57721566490 is the Euler's constani_(B7) drops

1+ Yagx ’VkH,ij-,kaJ ’2)}

Q

(38)

is equal to zero, so the maximum performanc@e constant 1 an@(B8) is obtained based on [36, Eq.4.331.1]

Then the performance loss at high SNR is given by
high wll,high high
AR A

IOgQ(TOzk_’k) — C — ﬁ (Z

L
= . L Sk,q
— 2, tv {wk,q}qzla
Wk,q ) 4=1

K Mk,
X (1) + In(Erg) = I(wrg)) + Y Y
=1 t=1
- . K Ekq " —2
=K | ¢, {nk,q}qzla — ) {lkﬂ}q:l
77k7q g=1

< (1) + In(€ag) — n(rg) ) | (39)

The performance loss enlarges logarithmically withwhich
proves the Theorem 4.



APPENDIXD
PROOF OFPROPOSITION3

Let B be the same CSI exchange amount, if btftaand B

11

[7] C-B. Chae, S-H. Kim, and R. W. Heath, Jr., “Network cooated
beamforming for cell-boundary users: linear and nonlirggproaches,”
IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal Processol. 3, no. 6, pp. 1094-1105, Dec.
2009.

are |arge enough, the ergodic rate can be approximated agg] V. R. Cadambe, and S. A. Jafar, “Interference alignmerd degrees of

2

H
K,k ‘V;w-Hk,ka,j
I,

Q

FE |In

high
Rkyj

= E [ln (O"“”f Vi H eWa 5 ’2)]

dp,

2
Kok
E ’ef;{kT;z )‘

I=1,1#]
)

K d;
+ Y awnaleal® Y [l T
=1

i=1,i#k

—F|In (ak,kpk,k||hk7k|2

ln(ak,k) _ K Mk,

c 1
- In(2) _m(z)zz

=1 t=1
g |

Ek |6, {kaq}f:h {—q} ) {lk-,q}f:EQ
Nk,q =1

x (P(t) + In(€k.q) — In(nk,q))

- B ln(ak,k) -C 1 a
~ N;N, -1 + In(2) Z

g | ©
Ex 1,t, {Wk,q}f:u {nk—ﬂ}

4 J g=1
X (P(t) + In(ak,q) — In(Mk,q)) s (40)

where [4D) holds true because &f, = ax¢pk,q/d, and
K Mk,i

follows the fact of} > Ex (z’, Mg 1

i=1t=1

Nk, q

a linear function of

K
{fk—q} 1,{lkyq}f:_l2 = 1. So the performance ceiling is
q:
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